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REMARKS 

Claims 6-15 are pending. Claims 1-5 have been canceled. The applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration and allowance of this application in view of the above amendments and 
the following remarks. 

Claims 6-15 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 6168682 
to Bennett et al (hereafter, Bennett), US 2002/0037413 to Kishioka et al (hereafter, Kishioka), 
and US 6667952 to Komaki et al (hereafter, Komaki). The applicants respectfully request that 
this rejection be withdrawn for the following reasons. 

Bennett discloses an optical recording medium including a substrate that has a concavo- 
convex pattern. See Fig. 1. However, the substrate of the optical recording medium is prepared 
by injection molding. See column 23, lines 54-57. The concavo-convex pattern of Bennett can 
be formed at the time the substrate is injection molded, so no stamper is needed. Further, 
Bennett fails to disclose that the substrate is stamped. Therefore, Bennett fails to disclose or 
suggest a stamper-receiving layer, as claimed. 

Also, in Bennett, the especially preferred substrate materials are hard plastics such as 
polymethylmethacrylates or polycarbonates. See column 5, lines 40-44. A concavo-convex 
pattern of a stamper cannot be transferred to such hard plastics. Therefore, the first substrate of 
Bennett is not a stamper-receiving layer. 

Furthermore, in Bennett, there is no stamper-receiving layer to which an adhesive layer is 
directly laminated, as required by claim 6. According to the structure of the optical recording 
medium of Bennett, a metal layer must be directly formed on the concavo-convex pattern of the 
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substrate. Therefore, Bennett cannot have a structure in which an adhesive layer is directly 
laminated to a stamper-receiving layer. 

Komaki discloses a tensile modulus of a light-transmitting layer of an optical storage 
medium. However, the tensile modulus is different from the storage elastic modulus. The 
measurement methods of these values are not the same, so the two values cannot be the same. 
Therefore, Komaki discloses nothing about the storage modulus. None of Bennett, Kishioka or 
Komaki discloses the claimed storage modulus range. 

Also, the light-transmitting layer of Komaki is not a stamper-receiving layer. Therefore, 
none of Bennett, Kishioka or Komaki discloses a stamper-receiving layer. Since none of Bennett, 
Kishioka or Komaki discloses a stamper-receiving layer and since none of these references 
discloses an adhesive layer directly laminated to a stamper-receiving layer, the terms of claim 6 
are not satisfied, and this rejection should be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing, the applicants submit that this application is in condition for 
allowance. A timely notice to that effect is respectfully requested. If questions arise, the 
examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

If there are any problems with the payment of fees, please charge any underpayments and 
credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 50-1 147. 



Posz Law Group, PLC 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 101 

Reston, VA 20191 

Phone 703-707-9110 

Fax 703-707-9112 

Customer No. 23400 




RespecjMly submitted. 



James p^Barlow 
ReV*4>. 32,377 
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